
******************************************************
The ‘‘officially released’’ date that appears near the

beginning of each opinion is the date the opinion will
be published in the Connecticut Law Journal or the
date it was released as a slip opinion. The operative
date for the beginning of all time periods for filing
postopinion motions and petitions for certification is
the ‘‘officially released’’ date appearing in the opinion.
In no event will any such motions be accepted before
the ‘‘officially released’’ date.

All opinions are subject to modification and technical
correction prior to official publication in the Connecti-
cut Reports and Connecticut Appellate Reports. In the
event of discrepancies between the electronic version
of an opinion and the print version appearing in the
Connecticut Law Journal and subsequently in the Con-
necticut Reports or Connecticut Appellate Reports, the
latest print version is to be considered authoritative.

The syllabus and procedural history accompanying
the opinion as it appears on the Commission on Official
Legal Publications Electronic Bulletin Board Service
and in the Connecticut Law Journal and bound volumes
of official reports are copyrighted by the Secretary of
the State, State of Connecticut, and may not be repro-
duced and distributed without the express written per-
mission of the Commission on Official Legal
Publications, Judicial Branch, State of Connecticut.
******************************************************



SCHUMANN v. DIANON SYSTEMS, INC.—FIRST CONCURRENCE

PALMER, J., concurring. Although I agree with the
majority opinion generally, I wish to note my view that,
for the reasons set forth in my concurring opinion in
Perez-Dickson v. Bridgeport, 304 Conn. 483, 531,
A.3d (2012) (Palmer, J., concurring), I do not
believe that the considerations identified in footnote
27 of the majority opinion would be a sufficient basis
for declining to review the claim of the plaintiff, G.
Berry Schumann, under the state constitution.


